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" The most serioys dormestl¢ problem facing
, the people of thé United States is the farm
sttuation. Farm, é)c\ipulé.t}og in the Unifed
-Btates hag dropped to 11 percent of the total,
the low::ssa'ﬁ percentage in the history of the
United States and the lowest of any msjor
world power In {he history of the world.
This 1s a dangerously low percentage.
The United 8tates was founded by nen
with a rural philosophy. The Declaration
of Independence, the” Constitution, and the
Bill 'of Rights were largely written by rural
men. - Washington, Jefferson, Madison, and
Monroe¢ were all outstanding farmers.. The
fact that Washington and Jefferson were
great farmers made them good Presidents,
Nearly al{ of the Presidents in’ the history
of the United Sfates were borri and reafed
on.a farm or assoclated with a farm. The
miembership of the Congress for 130 years
was ovérwhelmingly rural. Farmers have
initiative, They are Independent. They

_think’ for themselves. They cahnot be

herded or coerced to the polls by goons and
ward bosses. If 15 difficult jo get up a mob
or gvetthrow the Government Wwith ‘bysy,
tontented landowning farmers. A man who
. 18 busy milking cows and tilling the soil is
not going to lead a march on the Nation's
Capitol to overthrow representative gov-
ernment, ; . L
‘We do not find Gommunisfs and S_o_ci,algts
engaged In the pursuft of agriculture. Qur
rural areas are no breeding ground for juve-
nile delinquency. Rural people go to church
and support good schools. The rural home
1s the bedrock of a democratic society, ~
- Under the price-support and acreage-con-
trol programs, the American family-size
farmer has been reduced to a state pf peon-
age. One-half of the burley-tobacco growers
in the United Statgs, under fhis Government
program, are permltted only one-half acre
or less—In a naliop that originated the cyul-
ture of. tobacco., Under these Gpvernment
prografis, ¢éotton acreage has fallen off in
the United States 80 percent since 1830. We
have lost cotton markets at home and akropd.
One-third of the cotton farmers in the United
States,grow 5 acres or less, The percentage
‘Is even greater in the Southeast. It is im-
possible for a farmer to clothe, support, and
‘send his children ' to college with less than
B acres of cotton or one-half acre of tokageo.
What opportunity is there for 2 young man
with an ambition {o be a farper? He cgnyot
possibly become a farmer unless he inherits
& farm or marries .Into one with  allotfed

“.acves. Farming is the only business in this

so-called free nation that a young man can-
not go Into—he is not permitted to do_so
by a government of free people. Under these
Covernmepit programms, the situation gets
worse and worse.. Surpluses mount and the
‘rural populatioh decreases,’ with more and
more people on the welfare rolis and more
_looking to Washington paternalism. .
These farm programs could not have served
Russla’s purpose more if they had been writ-
ten by the Kremlin’s planners of world con-
quest. America's population is being econ-
centrated in the great cities, easy to annihi-
late with the atomlc bomb, easy to herd into
olitical machines, and essily subjected to
Gpagan gitation. 1In fact, the first
augurated in the United
by questionable chargac-

{¥etE-oRe of whom has since sexved a.teym
3¢ penltentlary, The farm program was
“iwritien by Algér Hiss, Nathan Witt, Frank
i#Fhen, Rex Tugwell, Lee Pressman, Henry A.
“valf& ,.-and Felix Frankfurter, presently a
_dustice of this notorious U.S. Supreme Court.
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These were Srlincipally bright young attor-
neys, moést 6f whom knew nothing whatever
about agriculture.

Under the programs these men Inaugu-
rated, we grow less and less, our farm popu-
lation shrinks, while Russia grows more and
more angd every nation in the world increases
her farm acreage.

cultural production. Rhodesia exempts her
farmers from land taxes to grow more and
rmoré. Turkéy exempts her farmers from in-
com® takes to grow more and more. In this
cournitry we passed a soll bank to get our
farmers to grow less and less. Incidentally,
the avetage fdmmer in Rhodesla plants 65
acres of "tobacco: in Canada, 30 acres; and in
the United States. may I repeat, half of the
tobacco farmers are permitted ‘to plant only
one-half acre o less. The same s true with
cotitonr and wheat. Foreign nations grow
more, with American foreign ald, while we
prow léss. We'send them marketing experts,
fertilizer exprrfts. and the net result is to
put our own people out of business.

Under the cétton price-support loan pro-
gram, 18 thé year 1958 358 farmers In the
State of Callfornia received 850,000 or more;
Arizona, 194: Mississippi, 237; South Caro-
lina, 1; Georgla, none; North Carolina, 2;
Alabama, none. Here in the Southeast we
are not only belng forced and tricked off
the land, but we are paying the bill for
others to become bigger and bigger. The
atmosphere 13 Being carefully created so that
someday a caimpalen of land reform will ex-
plode in the United States along the lines
of China’s and Cuba's agrarian reform. The
only segments o7 our farm economy holding
its own, growihiz, free, and with hope, are
those ofitsidé ‘ot Government control and
price supports—for example, livestock, pine
trees, citrus fruits, and vegetables.

On my farm I grow beef, pine trees, and
grass, bécause T can do so without Govern-
ment regulation.

" The presstite was put on Congress to put

- price supports on livestock, but I am so

glad todny we resisted these pressure groups.
The beef surplus simply vanished through
tnereased conhstinption. Livestock today ac-
counts for 54 percent of the farm income.

Yes, we nééd a farm program, a new farm
program’, a pbitiive progfam; éné that looks
to the future. one that will offer hope to
the youth of this country, omne that will
beckon ‘to thé teeming millions In the
crowded’ cltles, one that can assure us food
and part-time employment for the unem-
ployed during times of depression.

1. The No. 1 plank in this farm program
should 'be grudual elimination of price
supports and all acreage controls. Our free
Nation cannct long survive as long as its farm
population is rezimented. controlled, and
pald to do less and become werker,

2. The Government subsidizes certain
business operatisns to stay in business, to
expand, grow, and to employ more people.
On the other hand. we subsidize the farmer
to plant less-and less. to employ fewer people
and to buy less fertllizer. machinery, and
supplies. We are simply paying him directly
to go out of business. It would be much
better for the Nation if we paid the farmer to
grow more, not less, and 1 we pald him
directly to stay on the farm instead of mov-
ing toward the overcrowded cities.

8. Get rid of the surplus by promoting
markets abrond and expanding our markets
at home.

4. Develop new crops and new uses through
expanded research and advertising. Dr.
‘Herty kept thousands of farmers in business
by research on the pine tree.

5. Expand the rural development program.

6. Give the farmer more Federal tax ad-
vantages so Jie can compete with the tax
exempt farmers of forelgn nations. Give
him a break with local taxes by making him
pay less for improved rural property. The
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enable them to make effective preparations
for their defense.” :

Under the Presidént’s directives, therefore,
vartous programs héve been carried out, in-
cluding “extensive derial surveillance by un-
armed alrcraft,” it Is revealed. In a burst of
candor, it is emphasized that flights over and
near Russia will continue as needed,

The earlier claim that there was no re-
sponsibility for the U-2 flight as far as
Washington was cohcerned, thus is revealed
ns double-talk and subterfuge of a kind that

* has impaired the administration’s claim to
open dealing in international matters.

We can belleve that the President did not
press the buttom, as it were, for this par-
ticular flight, and that brings up the question
of how uncontrolled the Central Intelligence
Agency may be just before the summit.

It Mr. Allen Dulles, head of CIA, has not
been called on the carpet for his part in the
colossal blunder, it, would be surprising. For
it is obvious that even if he had not been
told to cease his activities lest the summit be
wrecked, he should.have acted to this end
on his own. '

Yet there is a good deal of evidence that:

when Mr. Dulles acts on his own judgment,
he 15 very apt to be wrong. Along with Gen-
eral MacArthur, he is charged with having
goofed on the Chinese Communist participa-
tion in Korea, and his organization allegedly
was taken by surprise when Nasser selzed
the Suer Canal. ther instances of missed
signals could be Iistpd.

Regardless, therefore, of whether Mr.
Dulles becomes the goat of this particular
blunder, there is ple reason for Congress

to revive the proposal that a permanent jJoint

committee be established to make continuing
studies of the CIA’s secret activities, for
which it is not accountable to the body
which created it and appropriates operating
funds estimated at from $100 million to $1
billion annually.

While there is general fear lest mistakes
lead to nuclear war, a free-wheeling intel-
lgence agency calls for some sort of scrutiny
and direction. ‘

Confidence in White House direction has
been hard hit by the latest turn of events.
And for this develppment Columnist James
Reston of the New York Times has a simple
explanation: !

“He [the Preside‘pt] is not even managing
his own departments preliminary to the
sumimdt, and this, of course, is precisely the
trouble.” i

Insofar as it can help correct this strange
situation, the Congress has every right and
reason for investigpting to the fullest.

Washipgton Report
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| OF

HON. BRUCE ALGER

OF TEXAS
IN THE HOUSE bF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, May 2, 1960

Mr, ALGER. Mr. Speaker, under leave
to extend my remarks in the RECORD, I
include the following newsletter of May
14, 1960: }

‘WASHINGTON REPORT
{By BRUCE ALGER, Fifth District, Texas, May
4, 1960)

The Department; of Agriculture appropri-
ation bill, just enacted, presented the con=
tradictory though not too unusual spectacle
of Congressmen debating and agreeing to
the expenditure of public money for a pro-
gram that practically everyone, for varying
reasons, thought wrong, yet the bill passed
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handily without a record vole. The bill
called for spprcximately $4 billion in vari-
ous agriculture subsidies, The Approprig-
tion Committe«’s own report on the bill
highlights the Iinconsistencles. Here are
some quotes: “The Federal Government is
now spending fur more in the name of agri-
culture than ever before in hiswory * ¥ * yet
farm income in 1959 was at the lowest level
since World War II, * * * Since 1863 the
following ‘cures’ have been offered, tried,
and from the record found wanting, so far
as solving the rroblem is concerned.”” Then
are listed reduced price supports (lower as-
sured prices), s3il bank (to pay farmers for
acreage left untilled), Public aw 480 (to give
surpluses away at home and abroad), Agri-
culture Depart ment personnel increase of
28 percent, appropriations increase of 300
percent, and production controls lowered
(reduced acreaje control). And still the
problem remains unsolved. *“The cost to the
Federal Treasury since 1952 now totals $25.8
billion. * * * Furmers tend to increase their
production as farm rprices are reduced.”
The soil ban}: failed, according to the re-
port, because we paid farmers for land that
already lay idle; further; that if 56 percent
of all farms wee retired at 310 per acre per
year, costing u: $2.75 billion, we would cut
production only 8 percent. Tie problem, as
the report states, “will never be solved until
Congress attaclks the problem at its base,
which is overproduction.” The report then
shows that the #1356 blilion in food glven
away at home znd abroad und:ar Public Law
480 since 1954 has not eliminated the sur-
pluses, but rather “has contribitted to a con-
stantly deteriorating situation for American
agriculture by zetting these huge surpluses
out of sight abroad and thereby postponing
action to prevent the increase in the surplus
problem.” Alsc, the report states that Pub-
lic Law 480 “sbould be consicdered a foreign
ald program ard should be paid for in the
mutual security bill.”” Speaking of acreage
controls, the report states, “while efforts to
control production through acreage controls
have not heen cfective, it appears unwise to
eliminate them ” Under the heading, “Cor-
rective Action Urgently Needed”, we find,
“the situation becomes progressively worse.
* + » Tt is impe-ative the present approaches

_to this problem be reversed 17 the agricul-

tural industry of this country is to survive
and if we are t¢ prevent a banikrupt agricul-
ture from pulling down the rest of our
economy.” Yel the bill passed perpetuates
the preser:t projrams.

The forthright report stopped just short
of the truth. T'he truth is that Federal sub-
sldy (Federal :noney and Fecderal confrol)
will kill private enterprise ultiinately. True,
to & degree, irdustry can live on, through
accumulated productive strengvh, against the
debilitating Federal regulation, much as a
ship moves desplte barnacles. True, tax-
payers can surrive economically despite the
welght of taxalion much as a strong man
can carry a he«vy burden and still do other
tasks, Buti ln :ther case or in combination
of the two, subsidy and taxation, free enter-
prise, private initiative, and irdividual free-
dom go ‘down she drain. We are now wit-
nessing the struggle of a.dying, free industry,
originally a froe industry—agriculture—be-
cause of the Feileral Governme:it. The solu-
tlon? Get the Federal Goverrunent out en-
tirely. Only then can normsal. market sup-~
ply and de:nand react and result in the right
prices, which in turn will result in a good
income to the farmer, balanced against the
costs of other commodities. So the effort of
Congress shoull be directed toward freeing
the farmer, not regulating and subsidizing
him deeper infto trouble. The bill passed
without a record vote., I voned against it
and desire to b2 80 recorded. I predict that
if Congress will not take the statesmanlike
position, then the people wiil force action,

May 16

just as happened in the labor reform bill,
passed despite House leadership opposition,
It would be better, and hurt the farmers less,
it seems to me, if the Congress and the farm
industry effected the changes voluntarily
than to have 1t forced on them.

Russia’s propagandistic blustering con-
cerning the American “spy’ was answered
forthrightly by the chairman of the Appro-
priations Committee in a floor speech. Mr.
CanNow pointed out our failure to antic-
ipate thhe Communists’ Korean attack which
cost our own unready troops dearly. Soitis
that for 4 years CIA (Central Intelligence
Agency) by design has been sending planes
over Russia to observe in order to protect
ourselves, so far as possible, against buildups
for surprise attacks. He likened the appro~
priation of funds for this work to the secret
atomic. work at Oak Ridge which preceded-
the atom bomb, unknown to all but a few
of the Members of Congress. Espionage 1s
a part of modern warfare and survival, Ours
is hardly comparable to Russia's infiltration
and subversive efforts. It was a refreshing
statement. Russia needs to be told once and
for all that we are deadly serious in our
intention to protect freedom-loving nations,
and if they don’t like it, that’s just too bad.
Tough and direct action is all that blusterers
understand. Only as we are strong, tough-
minded, and tought-talking. will we prevent
war and strengthen and attract the only
kind c¢f allles we want, specifically those
equally dedicated to preserving freedom for
mankind against the godless, slave-state
alternctive of communism,

Pensions for World War I Veterans

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. AL ULLMAN

OF OREGON
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, May 16, 1960

Mr. ULLMAN. Mr, Speaker, it seems
to me that the time has now come when
Congress must take action to fulfill its
obligations to the veterans of World War
I. A rost important step toward obtain-
ing a World War I pension is support
from the major veterans’ organizations.
It will therefore be of great interest to
the Members of Congress that Willamette
Heights Post No. 102 and Ontario Post 67
of the American Legion and Willard An-
dersor Post 2471 of the Veterans of For-
eign Wars, have endorsed the passage of

- @ separate pension program for World

‘War I veterans, Their resolutions fol-

low: -

ReSOLUTION ASKING THAT THE AMERICAN LE-
GION GO ON RECORD AS SUPPORTING A SEPA-
RATE PENSION FOR THE VETERANS OF WORLD
War I

Whereas veterans of the First World War
dild not participate in the generous postwar
benefits afforced veterans of World War II
and Korea, nor comparably in social security
or retirement, health and insurance plans
which were not generally available prior to
World War II; and

Whereas 1t does not seem fair to such vet-
erans of World War I now of an average age
level of 65 years, that they be lumped to-
gether with the younger veterans of later
wars in a single pension program that does
not take into consideration their particular
needs as ls the case with the War Pension
Act of 1959; and

Whereas the veterans of First World War
now number only a small segment of the
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